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is apprehended from the ireaning. Even through jivana is
riot a 'sadhya' (in 'yavajjivam agnihotram juhnyaf), yet if
is a viseshana for the adhikarin. Likewise, there can be the
viseshatva for svarga etc.. which are not 'sadhya'.

So far we have argued after accepting that "svarga* is
only an "adhikari viseshana^ and n3ta 'sadhya'. Now,
.we have to point out that 'kamana' also is a 'siddha sva-
ropa7 (an existent) for it is already there; and this is the
^viseshana'of the 'adhikarin'.  And'svarga' is only the
'viseshana' of 'kamana\

'Svarga' can have only a relation v^ith the 'adhikarin'
through 'kamana' - it has a parampara sambhandha. Even
if it is the 'viseshana' of the 'adiiilcarin', you cannot have
the relation between the *phala' and the 'dhatavartha'.

Take the following :-
Adhyetukaoxo bhakshyam caret;

parastri kamah prayasclttam kuryat;

grama kamo bhunkshva.

O.ie who is having his studies (adhyayana) is to bog his
food. The begging, is not the 'sadbya' for 'adhyayana'.
Yei:, for t ie act of begging, the proper 'adhikarin' is one
who is studying.   Likewise 'svarga' is not the 'sadriya9
for the sacrifice.   Yet it can and does involve the 'adbi-
kari viseshanatva' for ths act of sacrificing (yaga niyoga).
It n'^ed not be the 'sadhya'but to have the ace p, wa re-
quire S. Thus there is no 'phala dhatv artha sambandha'
here.

Satrictly speaking, even kamana cannot be the qualiCL
cation of the agent (adhikari visheshana). Take the case
of 'darsapurna nasa" for tlie 'svurga kama\ When there